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U.S. SPEAKER
Jack Lessenberryt
Well, thank you. And it is an honor to be invited to speak to a gathering of
this prestige. I just have to know, Mr. King, was the present setting inspired
by your experience at Nuremberg?
(Laughter.)
It probably is appropriate.
MR. CRANE: It will be if you don't hurry up.
MR. LESSENBERRY: I see that. But at least I am not in the dock.
This has clearly been a very high powered and intellectually fascinating
conference, and I am very sorry to have missed so much of it. Of course, I
am technically, as you know, a fill-in here, sort of like Ian Tyson substituting
for Leonard Cohen at the last minute - and I should remind you that I am - I
will explain to the Americans later who those people are - and I am essentially, basically a journalist, though I masquerade as an academic these days.
And so I am by definition a person without intellectual substance. Perhaps I
can provide a little meaningful comic relief.
I am not going to address specific trade issues. I think you heard a lot of
that today. And besides, it is abundantly clear to me the United States is going to be destroyed by our trade deficit within 18 months anyway, so all these
other questions about mad cow, et cetera, are going to be largely moot.
t Jack Lessenberry, a full-time member of the journalism faculty at Wayne State University, is or has been a writer for national and regional publications including VANITY FAIR,
ESQUIRE, THE NEW YORK TIMES, THE WASHINGTON POST, and THE BOSTON GLOBE. He is also

a contributing editor and columnist for HOUR DETROIT MAGAZINE, THE METRO TIMES,
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OAKLAND PRESS and the Heritage Newspaper Group in Wayne and Washtenaw counties. Mr.
Lessenberry is also a former foreign correspondent for and executive nation editor of THE
DETROIT NEWS, during which time he reported from more than 40 countries. He has also
worked for other newspapers in Michigan, Tennessee and Ohio, and served as the Editor-inChief of both DETROIT MONTHLY and CORPORATE DETROIT magazines. He was also editorial
vice-president of Hometown Communications Network, a group of 66 small newspapers in the
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As I think has been mentioned, I am both a long time journalist, which
means I am an O.F. and a journalism professor at Wayne State University in
Detroit. And I think in a serious way, all you folks are so expert on these
matters, and even the journalists among us, that I need to remind you what
Barrie told you in a general way, which is that Americans, lower Americans,
are paying absolutely no attention to - 99 percent of them are paying no attention to what we are talking about.
I can tell you that prior to September 11th people in Southeastern Michigan really had very little consciousness that Canada was a foreign country at
all. Those who vaguely knew it were usually too polite to mention it in public, although I do remember when the wife of a publisher I knew asked my
good friend George Costaris there why Canada just didn't give up and join
the United States.
Mostly, we people in Canada thought of Canada as basically a good restaurant district where for some reason they used funny pastel colored money,
but the bargains were very good. Now, of course, we know better.
Now we know, thanks to the New York Post and the Boston Globe and
lots of other newspapers, that Canada is sort of a menacing place that was
used as a staging area by most or all of the 9/11 hijackers;' most of them who
paddled over to Logan Airport in a canoe launched from New Brunswick.
Sophisticated American businessmen also know that when the Canadian
government isn't helping in giving shelter to the international terrorist conspiracy, it is, of course, working hard to illegally fix softwood lumber prices.
And according to the Bush Administration sources of my knowledge, some
of the Canadians, including prime minister Jean Poutine have even been
known to speak French. Well, that's a gross parody, but, of course, there is a
tarnished silver lining to the extent it is true, which is that since September
11, indeed, some lower Americans are increasingly aware that Canada is
there.
I think I should reveal here my own background and biases. I studied history and international relations at university, and then realizing that I was a
hopeless dilettante, I became a journalist. Early on I worked for a familyowned newspaper, the Toledo Blade, whose owner thought he was quite eccentric and thought Canada was important, and occasionally sent me off to
Ottawa on numerous occasions and various things to cover elections and the
repatriation of the constitution in 1982,2 and I later continued doing some of
that for the Detroit News and other newspapers. And in the process, I devel-

C.f Doug Struck, CanadaFights Myth It Was 9/11 Conduit, WASH. POST, Apr. 9, 2005,
at A20, availableat http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/articles/A38816-2005Apr8.html.
2 Robert P. Hutchison, Lending to Canadians:Issues for Foreign Lenders The Business
Lawyer, Bus. LAW., Feb. 1986, at 394 n.2.
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oped the lifelong appreciation for what I consider to be a very fascinatingly
diverse and civilized nation.
This conference, as I understand it, has dealt with some very important issues, which, however, again, are mainly understood by only a very tiny strata
of the governing and financial classes of the U.S. population. You need to be
aware that the rest of America gives little more thought to Canada than it
does to ancient Rome and rather less than it does to Israel, and that's a major
problem that I seriously think that we all need to consider.
Canada, of course, pays more attention to us, as obnoxious as we are, because they can't very well help it. To paraphrase Allan Fotheringham, in
geopolitical terms, Canada has always been the mouse in bed with an elephant.3 You can't sleep too easily.
These days I am not too sure that any of us should be sleeping too easily.
Canada and the United States are locked in an economic symbiosis that, for
those of you who understand it, is clearly essential to both nations. It is clear
that some presidents of the United States haven't understood that.
The economies certainly of Michigan and Ontario - and I dare say Ohio are completely interwoven and co-dependent on each other. 4 To all the people in this room, those are obvious truisms. All you know that, and so you
can cite statistics better than I. But what you may not realize is that the average lower American - and by lower Americans, I mean, whose chief magistrate is George W. Bush - doesn't understand that.
And the large part of the blame for that goes to the keepers of my profession, the American media. If you have a real job and you want to understand
how the vast majority of the media in the United States works, get yourself a
six-week old puppy or a two year-old child. They have very limited attention
spans and are easily distracted by loud noises and shiny objects. That's the
American media, ladies and gentlemen. Unlike most of the American media,
however, the puppy and the child will eventually grow up. In most cases that
is. I became a reporter instead.
Last weekend I talked about these things with Jim Blanchard, who, as
most of you know, was U.S. ambassador to Canada during the Clinton administration. 5 Blanchard, I think, understands Canada as well or better than
any American politician and still keeps up with events there. His characterization to me of U.S. press coverage of Canada was, in a word, "disgraceful,"
with the exception of the Washington Post and the New York Times, which I
3 David T. Jones, Canadaand the US in the Chrdtien Years: Edging Toward Confronta-

available
at
tion,
POLICY
OPTIONS,
1
(2000),
httP://www.irpp.org/po/archive/po 11 00.htm#j ones.
Press Release, Gov. Bob Taft, Taft Completes Trade Trip to Toronto (March 23, 2005),
http://www.govemor.ohio.gov/releases/032305Toronto2.htm.
5 Fred 0. Williams, Building Better Trade Relations: Ex-Ambassador Callsfor Reduced
Tensions on Trade, BUFFALO NEWS, January 16, 2004 at B-6.
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think may be the only major papers that maintain correspondents now, either
in Ottawa or Toronto. I may be wrong.
The Detroit Free Press, the leading newspaper in Michigan, 6 which used
to have an Ottawa bureau, abandoned it years ago. Coverage of Canada in
Michigan's leading newspaper is now limited to the odd juicy murder in
Windsor. Blanchard told me that on the rare occasion he sees a story or editorial in Michigan papers about trade or political issues in Canada. They are
usually full of misunderstandings or worse.
By my rough count, the Free Press these days - or at least this year - has
spent at least 20 times as much space on stories about transferring the Detroit
Zoo's last two remaining elephants to a wildlife sanctuary in California than
it has on everything concerning Canada and U.S. relations with Canada. This
is nothing new.
The major news event in Canada during Blanchard's time there was, of
course, the 1995 sovereignty referendum in Quebec. 7 Blanchard spent a fair
amount of time trying to meet with the editorial boards of major U.S. newspapers to trying to educate them on what was at stake. He told me he had a
very satisfactory meeting with the Washington Post editorial board but to his
astonishment was turned down by the editorial board of the New York
Times, the most important paper in this country. When he asked why, they
told him, well, that subject is not of sufficient interest.
Mind you, Quebec missed voting to secede by less than 1 percent.8 Had it
gone the other way, I think all of you know it would have been a prescription
for continental economic chaos. Yet, the vast majority of the American media didn't get it, and they don't get it now.
Well, why is that? I think one clue can be found in the changing ownership of the media in this country. In 1983, Ben Bagdikian started the media
establishment with his very important book, "The Media Monopoly," in
which he demonstrated that virtually all the media in the United States were
owned by only 50 corporations. 9 He is out with a new edition this year called

6

See generally Press Release, Michigan Credit Union League, Voters: Credit Unions

at
2003)
available
25,
Taxes
(Sept.
Not
Pay
Should
http://mcul.cusiteonline.com/pressroom/press-releases2004/press-releases/press-releaseO9250
3.php (last visited Nov. 6, 2005) (illustrating the prominence of the DETROIT FREE PRESS and
other Michigan newspapers).
7 See generally David Gamble, Clark Backs U.S. On Stand; Grits 'Asleep' on Quebec
Vote, CALGARY SUN, Oct. 31, 2001, at 32 (reporting Canadian political leader's use of U.S.
ambassador's comments).
8 Id.
9 Media Ownership Rules: Hearing of the S. Commerce, Science and Transp. Comm.,

103 rd Cong., (2003) (statement of Jonathan Adelstein, Comm'r, Fed. Commc'n Comm'n)
[hereinafter Media Ownership Rules].
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"The New Media Monopoly."' 0 Today all the media - virtually all the media
in the United States - are owned by five corporations, two of which are essentially foreign, and only one of which has news as its main business. 11
We have essentially, due to legislation and presidential fiat, dispensed
with virtually any public service requirement for our broadcast outlets. 12 In
most cases, the vast wasteland predicted by Newton Minnow 3 is present
reality. For the corporations that own the American media, the news is not in
any sense a public service any more; it is a profit center.
Print and broadcast publications demand higher and higher profit margins.
It is not exceptional to depend a 50 percent profit margin in broadcast 14 - in
print broadcast margins in the 30s. 15 The grocery store industry runs on a
profit margin about one and a half percent a year when they do well, 16 and
you don't get 50 percent profit margins by spending a lot on news, particularly foreign and particularly complex topics.
The slogan in my business, "if it bleeds, it leads" is now true for print as
well as broadcast media. So we in this country increasingly have a citizenry
who know all about pornography and nothing about trivial matters, like our
complex relationship with our most important neighbor and trading partner.
So what do we do about this? Some of us old timers may remember when
Sondra Gotlieb, the wife of the then ambassador to the United States, more
than 20 years ago noted that Americans would do anything for Canada except read about it,' 7 and she suggested that, quote, "maybe we should invade
South Dakota or something."' 18 I think maybe she was on to something. Well,

10

See generally Ben Bagdikian, The New Media Monopoly, http://www.benbagdikian.com

(describing the eighth edition of the original book).
11 See Media Ownership Rules, supra note 9.
12 See generally Tim Clodfelter, Radio Day Former NPR Hose to Speak, Sign His Book,
18, 2004, § F, at I (quoting interviewee host's description of the
elimination of the public service requirement for broadcast license renewals).

WINSTON-SALEM J., July

13 Darnell Little, The Internet as Classroom: Former FCC chief Newton Minow and exPBS honcho Lawrence Grossman want Uncle Sam 's help to make the Net a better teaching
at
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2001,
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http://www.businessweek.com/bwdaily/dnflash/dec2001/nf2001127_9481 .htm.

4 See Dan Fost, How NBC, KRON deal fell apart; Animosity, Mistrust Colored Negotiations, SAN FRANCISCO CHRON., Jai. 13, 2002.

15 See generally Geneva Overholser, State of the American Newspaper: EDITOR INC.,
AM. JOURNALISM REv., Dec. 1998, at 48 (describing the trends in operating profit margins for
newspapers).
16 See Tenisha Mercer, Grocery Workers Feel Pinch; Tough New Labor Deals Come as
Industry is Squeezed by Economy and Competition, DETROIT NEWS, Oct. 12, 2005, at C 1.

17 See generally Edwin McDowell, U.S. Is Discovering Latin America's Literature,N.Y.

TIMES, Feb. 16, 1982, C7, (evoking James Reston's quote for introductory purposes).
18 See Peter Goodspeed, 'Hottest Ticket in Town' Attracted Ruling Elite, TORONTO STAR,

October 13, 1988, at A34.
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she would have to go through North Dakota, but none of us in this hemisphere are very good at geography.
You know, in a sense, I actually think I was initially horrified when
President Bush proposed requiring passports, 19 but you know, I think in a
sense it is a bad thing that the Bush administration is now backing away from
its trial balloon. At least, if we had to carry a passport to go back and forth to
enter and leave Canada, we might have more consciousness of it as an independent and sovereign country deserving our respect.
My advice - I have been giving this advice to the consulate for years. Of
course, no one takes any of my advice nor should, I think - but I think that
Canada or some independent foundation ought to sponsor trips, junkets, if
you will, for the American press to acquaint American journalists with this
vast and complex and fascinating nation. That's not because I want a free
trip.
Of course, I do, but I observed in my time that was something that the
West Germans and the Japanese in the era of the Cold War used very much
to their advantage, and got very good and much more complex press than
they would have otherwise as a result. But there is really going to be no hope
for any kind of understanding of these very crucial things until the media in
my nation ethically decides, or to some extent are compelled to decide, that
they have an obligation to do something more than make the citizens giggle,
cry, and become sexually aroused. I am too old for one of those.
And my idealistic Pollyannaish hope is that some of the media barons of
today will at some point consider when old Adolph Ochs decided to purchase
the New York Times - I just recently read a book about this - when Ochs
bought the Times in 1896, there were many other newspapers in New York.2 °
There were Republican papers and Democratic papers, socialist papers and
scandal sheets and everything in between. 2 1 And he looked at all this, and he
said there is only one segment of the market that is underserved: quality.22 He
did that as a business decision. And my hope is that somehow somewhere we
will start to rediscover that formula today.
Thank you very much.
(Applause.)

19 See generally Press Release, Dept. Homeland Security, New Passport Initiative An-

nounced to Better Secure America's Borders (April 6, 2005), available at
http://www.dhs.gov/dhspublic/interapp/press-release/pressrelease_0652.xml
(describing the

passport requirement for entry into the United States).
20 See generally Robert B. McFadden, 150 and Counting: The Story So Far,N.Y. TIMES,
Nov. 14, 2001. (describing the variety of the Time's earlier contemporaneous competitors
which are now extinct).
21 Id.
22

Id.
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MR. CRANE: Jack had left us confused, at least he seemed confused in
his own mind as to whether he was a journalist and academic. And after listening to you, Jack, I decided you are definitely a journalist. You used active
verbs, whereas academics use passive.
MR. LESSENBERRY: Please don't report me to my department chairman.
(Laughter.)
MR. CRANE: Now, it is interesting that this issue to trade issues and to
Canada, we had a session here I think two years ago, Henry, which I think I
chaired, where we had a poster. This was after the invasion of Iraq. And there
was this great furor in Canada, rather silly furor, that we were going to be
punished for not participating in the war in Iraq, and Gotlieb and all these
people filled the National Post every other day with yet another dire prediction.
As soon as the war was over, the United States-Bush administration
would somehow punish Canada for its traitorous behavior in not having
troops over there as well. Well, the polling data that was given to us that
night - comes to your point, Jack - showed that most Americans were not
aware that we weren't in Iraq, and so that we were worrying - this group of
Canadians who thought we were going to be punished were worrying their
heads off every night of the week, and the Americans weren't aware that we
weren't there - at least the American public.
I mean, Don Rumsfield was aware we weren't there.
MR. LESSENBERRY: The American public has full confidence in Prime
Minister Defenbacher to do the right thing.
MR. CRANE: Right. Now, there is an issue more seriously that you did
raise, and that is how much attention we get, and one can also raise the question how much attention do we want. To some extent, there is an argument
that it is sometimes better not to be very visible.
MR. LESSENBERRY: Deny and neglect.
MR. CRANE: Yeah. I know that in my own experience, if I make even
the slightest reference, even faintly suggesting that an American position
may be wrong in something, I will get 300 e-mails within 15 hours from the
United States making all kinds of threats, insults, most of them quite vicious,
and this kind of thing.
And so you sometimes think, well, maybe it is better not to be seen. I
don't know, that's something we might want to discuss, or instead of portraying ourselves as a mouse, we should become more like a mosquito and start
to bite.
So now there is a problem, Canadians are very concerned, of course, to
have U.S. attention, and one of the problems is that the world has changed a
great deal, and that there is a certain yearning at times in Canada on nostalgia
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for the post-war period where Canada played a much more active role in discussions with the United States on defense.23
We were very active as one of the founding nations in the Bretton-Woods
institutions. 24 We had high-level civil servants who played quite important
roles in the development of these institutions. We were trusted in NATO and
so forth, and that was because we were one of the allies who had come out of
the Second World War and were part of that small group of nations that were
a sort of clout, if you like, in those first years.
We also had direct importance to the United States in this sense, that our
air space was very important. These were the days of the bomber threat, and
it was very important to be able to shoot down bombers over Canada and to
be aligned and to have all these things in the far north. 5
Technology has largely erased that kind of necessity and ballistic missile
defense - while it is a desire for a sort of Canadian validation that this is a
good idea - there is no necessity for any of this, really, to be placed in Canada - for our Canadians to have any role in building it or doing any of those
things.
And at the same time, the U.S. attention is much more focused on what is
a fundamental realignment in the global sense that's going on; the rise of
China, the rise of India, the collapse in a way of Russia, the rise of terrorism
and I would think the U.S. agenda of less importance in that sense. And we
can't hope to go back to the kind of relationship that people yearn for - the
Pearson years - the years before that, where there was a different kind of
relationship.
Let me just finish this, Jack, and then let you tell me why I am wrong.
DR. KING: We want to have time for a question period.
MR. CRANE: Yeah. We are going to have that, Henry, because we are
going to 11:30.
(Laughter.)
MR. CRANE: And just to your last point on Jim Blanchard, who was a
good ambassador, there is a joke about him anyway, and in his autobiography, he writes that he never understood - he understood why Canadians were
running out of fish because every single banquet he went to - and he went to
lots of them - they always served salmon.
23 Thomas S. Axworthy, An Independent Canada in a SharedNorth America: Must We Be

in Love or Will an Arranged MarriageDo?, INT'L J., Oct. 1, 2004, at 761 (discussing the past
and present status of Canda-U.S. defense arrangements).
24 See generally John D. Ciorciari, The Lawful Scope of Human Rights Criteria in World
Bank Credit Decisions: An InterpretiveAnalysis of the IBRD and IDA Articles ofAgreement,
33 CORNELL INT'L L.J. 331, 361 n.178 (2000) (describing the significance of Canada as the
third most significant founder of the Bretton-Woods system).
25 Ottawa Seeks Satellite's Help; Government Looks to Satellite to Help Assert Sovereignty
in Arctic Region, GUELPH MERCURY, (Ontario, Can.), Aug. 29, 2005, at A6.
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Anyway, let's have some audience participation now.
MR. LESSENBERRY: Let me just say one little thing to get David mad
at me.
MR. CRANE: I won't get mad; I will get even.
MR. LESSENBERRY: That's scary.
I think - and I thought about this a lot - the point about the time when
Canada had a bigger role, there is a wonderful book that - if you don't know
you ought to know - was written by Lawrence Martin of the Globe and Mail
I think called "The Presidents and the Prime Ministers',2 6 - came out about
1982 - which shows to his contention, which I happen to believe, is that a lot
of the wonderful special relationships were sort of window dressing, and the
United States was always sort of tromping over and insulting Canadians,
certainly at upper levels a great deal through much of that time.
Do you think that that's wrong?
MR. CRANE: Well, no. I think it is more complicated than that, but anyway I think we should let people that have been listening have their say.
Henry, did you have a question?

26

Andrew Cohen, The Impact of the 2004 Elections on the Canadian-AmericanRelation-

ship, INT'L J., Apr. 1, 2005, n.2 at XXX.

